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O R A BRI (Actinidia rubricaulis var. coriacea) NWIFEXT 4 it R EFEE, 4565 4E
P A AR 5 55 1 3 R SR LI R B R AT T DA B G s 55 A9 o o R o 2R s Kk Ak A AR L P TR
Wl S b F ARG R G B A AR A, SRR (1) BEE IR AR 3R 2 IRBIR A I B B, 2 1 mI o 1 i
S BRI (2RI AR B B 2 ) | T TE A B R (AR B R A K2 R K LAY
AR 52 L TE M B i 5 AT PR A R B A e, (2) NIRRT S BB BV A2 4k, 75 2 ( ABA ) % & M\
EURH B 486.75 g - L' 0 35 T RE R ARIRAEBR B BEIY 218.45 pg « L7, R A E (GA) & & M 214.23 pg -
mL " B FTFE 614.75 pg - mL”, ABA/GA HABE M 2.27 [ Z 0.36, 3¢ B 25 -4 ) 42 gE 1 % 7 10055738 . (3)
Hi A AL 2R 55 (SOD  POD 25 ) W& MEAEARTELAN 2 192 h B3k S W (1, 2% B 2F (4 5 134 58 Bt 804k B 17 3 I %I
TN . (4) sk 4 12 685 22 7R A L (DEGs) , Hor 6 067 /N SE KR35 [ ,6 618 ML
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Abstract: This study selected Actinidia rubricaulis var. coriacea as the research subject, systematically measuring
chilling requirements and integrating physiological-biochemical assays with high-throughput transcriptome sequencing to
elucidate dynamic changes in bud carbohydrate metabolism, endogenous hormone balance, and antioxidant enzyme
systems during the process from the dormancy initiation to the dormancy release. The results were as follows: (1) With
chilling accumulation, bud soluble sugar content significantly increased (approximately two fold of initial stage) while
starch content markedly decreased (to about half of initial level) by dormancy release, indicating a dynamic metabolic
shift from starch degradation to soluble sugar accumulation. (2) Endogenous hormone levels exhibited stage-specific
changes, with abscisic acid ( ABA) content decreasing from 486.75 wg - L™ at initial stage to 218.45 wg - L' at
dormancy release stage, and gibberellin (GA) content increasing from 214.23 pg - mL™ to 614.75 pg - mL", resulting
in an ABA/GA ratio decline from 2.27 to 0.36, suggesting a hormonal shift toward germination promotion. (3)
Antioxidant enzyme system (SOD, POD, etc.) activities peaked at 192 h of chilling accumulation, indicating enhanced
antioxidant capacity as a response to cold stress. (4) Transcriptome analysis identified 12 685 differentially expressed
genes (DEGs), with 6 067 genes up-regulated and 6 618 genes down-regulated, enriched in plant hormone signal
transduction, starch and sucrose metabolism, and environmental response pathways, revealing a multi-gene coordinated
regulatory mechanism. This study, for the first time at the systems level, elucidates the physiological-transcriptomic
coordinated regulatory mechanism of chilling requirement accumulation in A. rubricaulis var. coriacea, providing a
foundation for addressing climate warming-induced dormancy disorders and related breeding research.

Key words: Actinidia rubricaulis var. coriacea, chilling requirement, dormancy release, transcriptome analysis,
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HBAKRAR ( dormancy ) J& 22 4F 4 K AR MW 7 K
A AR b R B A P A B R X R A A<
AR 30 K PR B AR 5 2R IR W 2 T AL 5 45
REA CEAE R (Campoy et al., 2011; Cooke et
al., 2012), iz o B @ % 5 A S KR
( ecodormancy ) 5 WAKHR ( endodormancy ) 2 4~ B B¢,
S A PR IR ) A I R AR T A AR R Y R AR
HI &% ¥ & ( chilling requirement, CR) ( Luedeling,
2012; 5K#AF,2023) , FE & R (SRR B
Be ARk A S BB ) T AR BREEBE I R
SEA TG 5 28 0 5 R 0 R A B E B AR RE 2R K
A R Ve B T 0 bR N AR HIR (Faust et al.
1997; Campoy et al., 2011; FE4EE4E ) 2012), &
AR R BON 2 A JEI L AR T K
RS BT 45 AR NG| R T B A U (Erez &
Fishman, 1998; Campoy et al., 2011; Luedeling,
2012; Atkinson et al., 2013; Zhao et al., 2025),
ARSI , WS SRR (AR A L 70 B e IR A &
WERPRERE ) & 2= R A A7 B IR IR B = L BB
SR, FER PN A A ARG | T 3 A 2 21
15 P AR R 2 AR A AR i U 4 (Cooke et al.,
2012) . THIHEAHE W SRR R S T B IR
WG L ZE AR ATS 28 Iy WA o 1 A= B R IROIR 2, F:

XK IRAR 5 77 A= ¢ 5 M0 )i ( Arora et al., 2003 ;
Bielenberg et al., 2008) . Rios %5 (2014 ) #f 5% ¥&
Hh R SRR B PRI 45 T BB U B 2% S A R AIRR
TEENAILT BERAE 5 4 5 S SR e, 7R
fBAZ W 50, W Sk AR pk DR RV A i I 8
R 5 I A3 IV RE T, S SR Ak 7 Ml B X ¥ R A
S PR AR g T B R 5T %R BL Al ( Luedeling et
al., 2011; Zhao et al., 2025)

a2 i (CR) 45 i B 9 PR IR I 55 8 A R IR
SRR R A i A DX PR PN A R
FIAZ O 2 80 (B I 55 5%, 2007 ; Campoy et al.,
2011; Luedeling, 2012), f& 4t % % & & Al
(chilling hours model) DL Rt <7.2 C /N ECH
febr, TEARIEA R, CR 777 W 2 b ot 22 5%, 3%
R CEFRG/AEL) MAMKF Rt EL
R (1 A5 5, 2010; Wang et al., 2017;
Zhao et al., 2017) , AN [AA5PEBRAEBE A4 B 1412 &
W) B 4R BT RG22 5% ( Zhao et al., 2017) . ¥
HEDIZE CR X8 55 | Bl | i o BT | 1507 Rk 15 B 12
ARG PR HAE N O E ;B H TR TR
e 2 L I DX, B | R 2 R A R R
( Luedeling et al., 2011; Campoy et al., 2011;
Luedeling, 2012; 7 5%, 2023) ; S ), 454
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IPCC At 560 CR B0, 7] Sy il 5 it F 5 46 | b
NSk R R 2 NS 5 e el AL E S ST A 2
W g B it Bl 2 4K 5 ( Luedeling et al., 2011;
Darbyshire et al., 2011 ; Luedeling, 2012) , 4¥K<
1728 W 3 B4 Z A AR R AR 3 b, B R
TR AR 7=l AT RR 22 K R 0 7 0R Bk K ( Luedeling
et al., 2011; Masson-Delmotte et al., 2021) , fK&f
& U K AR HOR XAV T B I R
g XM e KRB (EE R AE, 20085
Luedeling et al., 2011; Luedeling, 2012) , ¥ & A~
ARG FR G A 7 R A - R IR A R SR — 1 2 4
WA Z - R TR LR EA
Yj— 5= 5 5 5 B K ( Campoy et al., 2011;
Atkinson et al., 2013) , [FH}, B& 2% 0] GE 75 fif 25 {4
PETT WY Bl 5 ) ZE R KR (B, 2007
Darbyshire et al., 2011) , " E R #k £ 7= X (4
N BETE BN 17 45 ) & FTHREH I, 5w
Vot TRl (AN Hayward ™) 76 B8 2 AF 403 3 HH B 25
KRS B (Wang et al., 2017 ; Zhao
et al., 2017; i F5, 2025) ™ BAZ IR %2
R BT BE IR B %K 38 P ( Campoy et al., 2011;
Luedeling, 2012)

Bk g (Actinidia ) 25T v [, Yy Fh 248 1
FE S A ORI R Y S 28 4% 5k R (Hanley,
2018) . LA Hs LA b A2 B A Bk A 58 BR AR A A S
F TR A BRI b O S E B ek e At
SR EINERRY R IR R e S () S R N AT 12
M o7 I 7 4 A AR B PR BIR O 7 3 R SR AR R R
(Hanley, 2018) . ‘& &Mk A Bk T J5 (%) 7= b 44 {6 7€
T R A T Ve B R R B0 o i R R R OAT fE
71,0 TE ¥ = A BR IR 5N 4E O W ) e i AR
(Luedeling et al., 2011; Zhao et al., 2017), Rios
S5 (2014) WHIEHE B G AR AT BE 5 AR R A 45 0
2% B AR A AR S AR AR I A R T R A
Ko SR, CUFTHIGE 24 h TR A B2
SR HE A, X ARIR - % B 2 4
SRR AE I B AR 5 IR ALE B = R ST
e AR 75 v 5 R B G H o B i) R TR 3R GA 15 5 R 4
W28 J7 T B 9E B2 =, Wl 24 1 I S BT 1] 7 R S
A R A . FARRBIR 237 BIL I W 5 7E 7 i SR AR
fR&R b O B & B I R, DAM ( dormancy-
associated MADS-box ) 3& [ 5 SVP ('short vegetative
phase ) 28 MADS-box H& PRI UE S5 0 #2200 R X A1

WA EASHEYMERES [ KR (abscisic acid,
ABA) REE( gibberellin, GA) ] AW AL A i
WEACH 8 25 M S A U 42 55 22 J2 0 s P [ A
H (Cooke et al., 2012 ; Falavigna et al., 2019) , 7E
AR BUFIBE T, DAM L PR R 3K T R AKIRIY (45
Vet FR 3R ) B 2 R AR A A 0 A BB B ) 0
(B, BEVE 5 BN O PRI 7 Bk 1 B DAM H 4]
GA A B3 58 K Az 4 A O 2 TS (Falavigna et
al., 2019; ZZF 445 2025; Zhao et al., 2025) .
[ 2R IRTE Y, DAM K 5 5 ZE R AR 19 6 L 4
Fr SR, 2R 5 RE AL N 7 2L F R 4, 2 o)
T A E R (R AR R AE, 2019 BN E
J19, 2025) o (iAKW HE— 0 Y PARHIR figf B
J& SVP/DAM B 55 22 {5 5 3 % B AR T M) 36 2
I £ %% {K 5 #4) 3 #2 ( Falavigna et al., 2019), %R
T, b 3R AL ] 3 2L T SR BB S ke ok
AIPRHIR 73 7 FRAE i R R G B B, B R IE R P,
HETAREAGES ABA/GA HEBIA BRAC
WRCR S 5 A B {E 1) 22 5 4 2% (Rios et al.,
2014; Zhao et al., 2025) ,{H k= I PE 2 4 24 8
Y R e S A R O 76 ) A RN AR Bk AE AR R
AR B 55 h R T R ( Howe et al., 2015; Zhao et
al., 2025) , TEF XS AR A b A I 3 1) 2 5 i
FrhJE = M.

AW 5T LA W 55 M B ( Actinidia rubricaulis
var. coriacea) MM B SR T @ BB & A
A AR P 43 At 5 e G A Sk A A 45 S
T 2R G AT R IR AR v 2R AR R K AR A AR
VRO P A T ST T A A S R R A
TR, AR LR )@ . (1) 25 i ek 10 75 2
R R 2D, HARMR L o] VR E R i
Ko ABA [ GA Z5 N IR R K- an ey 3 5 48 4k (2)
IR R ARG B Y Y 5 S 4 B AR AR AIE  WIF £ O B
M (AR (R T8 5 e S RERAC ) B
BEEE; () AMHEREAS ZERRBEN
(differentially expressed genes, DEGs) Z [f] & 7 1F
TE 3 HH DG, AR 75 A A o R A W AR 5 v2 A e
PERY AR B -5 S W) 9 42 R0 2% AT 5T 5 A B
R R T ¥ i AR B 4 A B A AN
3 SR IR 8 5 AL T 1 R 9 25 1, Oy A R W Y
S5 N BRI Ml F A BRI RS R R 4 it s
WG 5 O
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1 #HHEF®

1.1 EW

HECHE R B P8 H R BIA X E R )
VU AE YA 5 o J5ik A Bk e Jo T 0 T ) 5 et 0 A
HLE&H SR, 24 A L R A G5 SR 00 A0 R, 8 —
BT A UK IR L AR KRS,

TEAZERREAE A SR i I, H ) B OF 3 <R
Mk 2)kst 3 d B Emad 7.2 CIH I IR Rke, &
PR SR RO KB —BOUR IR EN | AR
TR BRI 5 MBS, BY LB 45 W, #0930 ~
40 em BIBLEE, RAET 4 C ok, MWBUREIT 4R H
A, B2 d NUKFE T BCR A 4%, BT R B AR 4~ 6
AR 28 0 /N B, e 2R IE B0 B UR Y A 2 A
30~50 4, 4 A BEA W K (KT 2~3 em) F 73 I
W S EDECART BE N AR (PQX-350D, 78 I AR
M A PR AR E) #7855 (IR EE 25 °C, O
HEET[H] 16 h, J&/E 8 h, Y63 3 000 Ix) , 2 d #—
YK, IF BT Z2 33 2~ 3 mm, #5 B AR A
KEE20 d IFGEITHZF R, HARLTFRENS
Th 2 B 28 bR 1 S R 2% 28 T i 7 O 28 | 88 2% hy
W 2 0k B 5 i 50% , B 7R 1% 41 RE T 285 A
3 A PARHIRG 5 3 56 v I S A A 1k B 7 98 i LA
S YR AL B B 2E AR K B 50% 5 T 50%
W, T ¥ i RN 25 R 359 DL — R Ak B A Sk o
J& AN E B IE
1.2 iR A%
1.2.1 A2 A3 AR 2

(1) ARG AL 35 2% 1 T R i A B 5 R 4R

A (HE) HARIGIRARHRAL B ) R A& S % A
S W, (HMNLOS ) #E47 B 2l Wi A1 % , 7 H [
HE SRR %2 3 d g mad 7.2 C I
G —UCRFE A R BB EE A 0 hy K BE
AR A R AR R, I SRR 2R
BRI 8 d SRAE IR, ELEIW AT 30 d A Aik
FAE S RIRA I ; B UCREE 20 MRSk, 6 MRS
THEFE W ZEAR AR A ) A A 5 F T AR A 4k
E( R 700170 W o UMV

B( A TSI I S5 R 45 4 7 18 o I 52 B RE
RAERFIA] ) . — MR 4E 150 AN 5%, F8 R 4E ] 5k
PIRL SR TIAE 4 C VKA, AN TR T R IR Ak 348 AR 91
TRk iy HAR TR v fE AT T R SR A B[R] DL GA

BTV 8 T RN 1k 5 % N VR BURE i 1 JBURE 15 (18]
A 0.96,192 288 384 480,576,672 ,768 864
960.1 056 h, FEUHLH 20 45,6 MR & T 1 3%,
WL ZE R BRCER 285, 9 A% B 2% T A B A= AL 98 b Al
351 WL

(2) 1T A B AR A 5 20 7 U 56 R o R Y
R

T A A AR B oy e RS TE B IR
KA BT & 182 MNBUR BRI R 57 Bl A TR
AP T, R AF TR RS, A7 LT - 80 °C K48
(Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) £ H . BrBEREAY1E
ORGSR ZF ORI TR, T 2E IR
FRXS B B | SR A I 5 AT Al 9 03], RO [ I
T A PR A BRI A 45 2 AR L0 0.1 g, WA UK
RIS | SR FH AL LU €0 vk DN ml s PR omt o5 &, DA S il
e £a 32 0 2 3 Ky B i, HAARK 2 B8 Zhang 45 (2020)
AT R AT o A M) IR ELISA 3050 & ( R
B2 EYREARA A, E) W E ABA GA /E
£ Z 15|k 2 R (indoleacetic acid, IAA) 55 & &, #
VEFE U A5 64T . FR S SR IBOCR F Y B - K -k & TR
(80 : 19 = 1, V/V/V) ¥, B 0 Ja B 3% W k47
Rl (EBEREAE,2020) 5 43 i FH 0] & (BH A:
PR IR R rp ) 05 B B A B aok A v
E ALY 7 AL i ( superoxide dismutase, SOD) Fl i 45
AW ( peroxidase , POD) Ay JE P4, B A5 I & 3 1% 3
WA A B IO M,
1.2.2 BRAEAL BF AR AR 89 45 a0l 2 5 o A7 SR
TRIzol® i 7| ( Invitrogen, USA) #& B IR & % &
RNA, & NanoDropTM 2000 ( Thermo Fisher
Scientific, USA ) M & 0D,y 0, Agilent 2100
Bioanalyzer ( Agilent Technologies, USA) £ il RNA
SEEAPE (RIN>7.0) J5, # 8 mRNA L&, T
Illumina NovaSeq'™ 6000 il % - 5 ( Illumina Inc. ,
USA) B 47 X s I ¢ (150 bp) . JR 4k K 98 &
Trimmomatic ( v0.39) ¥ 5 , L X 2Rk S % 5
R 4H ( Actinidia chinensis v3.0, Phytozome database,
https : //phytozome. jgi. doe. gov ), & H] StringTie
(v2.2.1) i+ 5 % W & 35 i FPKM {H, DESeq2
(v1.34.0) #4722 55 3R iK 53 M1 (1 log, Fold Change | >
1, FDR<0.05) ., GO Mg B 5 KEGG 8 % & 4
531 % i clusterProfiler (v4.2.2) R €1 5E i ( P <
0.05) . SEHUFES MAEHEAE (2020) M7k,
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1.3 R4 3E

K FH SPSS 26.0 # {4 (IBM Corp., Armonk,
NY, USA) XJ A= B % 4fs 9F 47 B K R J7 22 o0 i
(ANOVA) , UK LSD i b AT 2 K (P<0.05)
K i H Origin 2023 ( OriginLab Corporation,
Northampton, MA, USA) & R & 5F (v4.3.0) 19
geplot2 1 (v3.4.2) 24l ,

2 HXRERM

2.1 EMEREREASERE

FH R 1 AT, 3 AR B0l A 385 | 5 i A A
Bk B4 1 25 55 i ¥4 1 39 52 e b T i 4, 509% i
ZERN I F S N 192~288 h(<7.2 C), BT
AR i 2 I E] B AR R A H
BV B AN A2, R B[] 2B 4K | 50% 1 25 5 X6 17 11
TN 576~624 h (<7.2 C) ;B R T ER
Fn AP HERAE (271000 h) (Zhao et al., 2017)
TE W2 A 5T ELAG 3 I W A AR T T
2.2 RER IR AR BV RN NE
2.2.1 AR WA A 1EF R R IR
Wt A v, AT MR S Ve R O i S B O B B
PEARAE AL, A 1 A] 0, ORI GRS 46 B B, 2R
PIVE R & BEH T B R B R 1) 2 | D Y
B A A Sk T VA R, I RERE A A R A &
PRHIR AR B B B, ] 3 M 5 i 20 S 0 s o B 1 2
£ PERY & R 2 T BB R PIK B —2F, X F
I AR 2 R PR T 00 B2 1Y B 6 45, 18
WA I A DG FE PR e K, DT AR 2 A AR fif
i, LN, ol iR bE 0 B R T REAVE b — Fh B i M
AT, H R AT AR B 38 A i a2 M iE— 25 S
R T 2R FES IR B P I AR A7 g
222 Nk E FHeyiAEER  NIRMENS)
25 - E R B A B A ok o AR v 2 T A
YER ., M 2 FTE 3 %0, ABA  GA [ TAA FI4i iR
22 (ceytokinin, CTK) 4 F EE M E W & &4
1k, Hod ABA & i 7E KGR Uh B B A, B 32834
TR, E IR 486.75 wg - L7 I 2 A% B 1Y
218.45 pg + L1 GA 5 o W) 2 IUAH F 1) #a 3, o
214.23 pg - mL'J} & 614.75 pg - mL", 76 IR IR f#
BB BOA BN , X Bl ABA 5 GA 19302515 9k
TAA S 18 98 DA HI g 5% 199 420 ML I 22—, ABA/GA
FLfE M 2.27 BEZE 0.36, FUAE M BRAR B2 3 T 27

R & BRI AR bR I 2 AR AR, b TAA &
SRR RIR G B P AR AR X e, (HH 5 ABA
I GA FYAHEAE AT REXT I R 15 5 1 S W 4% 7= 4
THEBERW, F1, TAA 7§88 1 98 55 4= K K
W F ARF W335, [BI4E252 0 ABA A1 GA {55
3 B AR, DT BIp ] R 42 AR BIR B ik A2 . X5 Are
ZE(2013) MR FT 45— 3, ABA 036185 %, GA {2
W R, A B AT e IRIRAR A
223 REAMA Z LR E  PUE ARG TE T HR
AR IO Xof A TR AR R A B 2o 8 v 2 B 3 R s 3
N, ARBFFEIE T SOD A1 POD A% A8 4L, K]
4 5 BIR  FERIRAC 46 By B2, SOD A1 POD 13 P
2T AERHIR 45 o Ao 38 31 T0 06 | TR 5 40 e o
iF 2 0975 PE 4 ( reactive oxygen species, ROS) , 4§
AR RO, FaRZEREW A RSN
PMEAE A Bl 080 A1 V5 e 2 5 ) S A 48
B3, 1 ELIA Ay 2 A DA HICHR 285 ) 8 % R 285 B4 ok O
PEHE T DB LR
23 RERBREBHRHNERADIESEN
2.3.1 #HFam AR EEE NARIR LA
HRAD B ) 4 ASASTR) & 7 B 30 1) S B b A o
R SR Y, HE3K A5 97.30 Gb (1 = i i T v L
o 2B —FE S A 3 AT 7.32 Gb, M ¥ i
B R BT, Q20 {H 5 Bl N 96.79% ~98.01% , Q30 1
JEFE A 91.33% ~94.34% ,GC & R ETE 46.42%
2 47.33% 20, iR BiEdE R R U, P £
WA A RS AW E BB R (£ 2),
2.3.2 2% kAR (DEGs) %it o4 WE S fr
IR, AT 58 PN AR R FBL Ak B A S AR A Bk R AR E A
T F 45353 B ( principal component analysis, PCA) ,
GER R AR EH A W RAEBE R NFEA
— PR AN R A B2 2 (] o B R i, e T
WA R B 225 10 0E T SRR A B
SArgEpE, oE— 20 X% B L 4L R 1) DEGs #E1T
5 B E 3T, 76 192 h vs 0 h 384 h vs O h A1 576 h
vs 0 h 3N TLEA R, A0l 5 1 1 927 4> .769 4
1810 MR ERIXFM (K 6:A) , HH, 192
hvs 0 h BrBeiFE R R 2, & T A 2 B
1R 7R TE DR IR S 46 B B, 5 it 0 Bk AT B 3 o 0T
g B PN B YA (17410 S S WS 1 o i A B
B kB, 2 F A A9 DEGs i 8 128 4>, 78 1%
S PR Ay R 38R M 7 3 R v A O R A TR

i o X 4% Ah B 4H 5 0 BR ) DEGs #E47 k1l
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K1 EMEBRBEELSELIT(0~7.2 C)
Table 1

Actinidia rubricaulis var. coriacea(0-7.2 C)

Statistics on the chilling requirements of

IR B e [ i 2 4
o b Time of low temperature Rate of germination
REEH accumulation (h) (%)
Date of
sampling - : : -
EN EHh EN E=4h
Inside Outdoor Inside Outdoor
2023-12-20 0 0 23.08 23.08
2023-12-24 96 12 46.43 24.00
2023-12-28 192 12 53.97 32.35
2024-01-01 288 60 57.69 38.71
2024-01-05 384 71 64.71 36.67
2024-01-09 480 71 77.78 44.44
2024-01-13 576 71 70.00 40.00
2024-01-17 672 137 68.75 51.43
2024-01-21 768 139 — 65.00
2024-01-25 864 169 — 71.43
2024-01-29 960 197 — 75.56
2024-02-02 1 056 205 — 72.09

AL 3 B, 48 7R 1 5 i g g Ak 7 PR IR B o 2
HEE SERPERI . £ 192 h vs O h Heddl v, Hh %
FE Y 12 685 1~ DEGs, Hrf 6 067 4~ A 14 3£
iK,6 618 MFEP R 821K ;384 h vs 0 h ZH #a il 2]
11 974 4~ DEGs, f. & 5 413 4~ FiE I A1 6 561
ASTFYEEE T 576 hovs 0 h A1 N WEELE] 11 952
A DEGs, Horp F B Ry 5 189 A, T o K& i ik
6 7631 (&l 6:B-D) , XLEEEHERY] & A It
A1 DEGs RJ REAG B 1 Mo 0L 75 ¥4 it A9 2% 00 I 42 1)
25 i T B P R A A ARG U AR B B 3 AL o 4
IES ¥

233 2FAZAR GO g EoM X192 h,
384 h #1576 h DEGs [ GO & E MM Bn T & &
BITT 34 2B (18 7) ,192 h & A AR 59 K
ALY G HGis a7 e Ry SRR SR i R
384 h BN R Z e E R R

FObESEm KL G, 576 h B EEREZ
1) 2 20 B 3 24 R o 28 AR FOBE 4 e K Ak & i AR
R, AT RE S5 OR B R OB S SRR BT M O
HERBERE DEGs Z2EE T AR AT IR,

2.3.4 254k ik XKW (DEGs)KEGG & 454 N
FEMLEEAL R 9Y 25 AL A W T Rg , o Hr 22
S5 358 DR TGk R B 19 £ 088 36 1%, X 192 h 384 h
1576 h 22 5 FIRFEHF LT T KEGG &£ 41T, K
8 R M Bk BE 192 h 384 h #1576 h H:[E Ay
DEGs £ KEGG %4l e b 22 W] & 4R 21 1 10 2% 3@
%, 2 MAPK {5 5 38 % | 3 # A1 RE s A AR 9
WRGS5 FE ,

3 W54 ®

3.0 EMBIBEMRECER RN EEEM

PRHIR 2 22 45 A AR A 3 A 3 2 P i)
oS5 WAL T8 A Y A I R A K LA
kLS TN PRI 5 1, IR TE A 2 A% 1 R K
S R R TE A ZE DR RS A i g
(B R AR SR E A P TR M R IR IR S HL R 2 —
B[] 0 I I R A RE 7 R IR IR ( Lang et al.,
1987; Horvath et al., 2003; Rohde & Bhalerao,
2007) . AHFFER ], i FRA Bk 0 UK BR A 5% 2 el
B ARG TR A AN BT AR A AR B8 =3 9 P3[R 4
s, X —Z REL HE ML KT THARHER
19 A= B ( Atkinson et al., 2013)
3.1 BRMAREEATRRE AW RLE
IR AR R B A B o AR rh Py A RO A A
o, ARAFFEEER BN RIRTT R i 28 by k&
A, BEAE IR AR R A RS, TE Ry B W K i A
HIBTHE | SROME RN AR S DI EE, X —R A BEC
BE R 2R 4R A T BT B RE 1 SRR, SR A R S
P R R GR 7R R R B S IROR % BR
(Beauvieux et al., 2018; Falavigna et al., 2019),
VAP 00 B SR A 3 iR 2 A R I 38 1 i 52
5 I AR AR X R W AU A A=Y
JT A RE 1 1 HE Al 0 2 1R 45 R BIR i B 1) T AR S
i % ( Yamaguchi, 2008) 5 M A i, B A 0 5 5
O3 TEARBR AR B R v & 4% T E . Suzuki
S5 (2012) BFFER I, WA 5 n] il 2o 3 45 e e A 1
MHABACH R 5 MRS W - B2 HAEM,
] PR AR ZEAR A IR BIR AR A 72 PRt e s
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Fig. 2 Changes of ABA and GA contents in flower buds of Actinidia rubricaulis var. coriacea during dormancy
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3.1.2 #F A AR IR AR R g R R LA M
FEAE R BIR I8 45 v Ak T A0 b7, G L R GV R
(ABA) FIAREE R (GA) , CAMIFIEH, ABA fEIK
IR A 43 7 B 1 g e B 40 o) T 20 1) 4t B 43 24 R A=
Ko, 1 1 28 AR A T AR BRR 2 ( Baxter et al., 2014;
Mittler, 2017) , K& REAFL R, ABA 15 B

WAz, B IR AR TS, NI 230 ABA B & R
M. SIS, GA iy & 5 W il 5 2 & 1 PR ] i
BTt GA BRARSE A M AR T 4324 S i B0 AH
S K fife Bt R 25 48 B R 258 Bl AR IR AR BR
(Wall et al., 2008; Walton et al., 2009) , 7E ¥
BRER , ABA/GA ELAEL 9 7428 £k 2 IR BIR A7 B 1) 56
BAEMARE . BEE ABA I FFEF GA (19 1, 2
RMARBRCR A i P 8 A ROR S, X — i B An i
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Fig. 3 Changes of IAA and CTK contents in flower buds of Actinidia rubricaulis var. coriacea during dormancy
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Fig. 4 Changes of redox enzyme contents in flower buds of Actinidia rubricaulis var. coriacea during dormancy

PRAR A b . (AR T R 2, TAA SFH A B =
WAEIC I R B T AT EMER , BN 5 ABA #l
GA WM EAE i — 25 P8 B R A5 5 1 F- 7, AT
A ARARHI 8 I (R R 364 T ( Are et al., 2013)

3.1.3 AN R AR G PR RIREE
PEUETE A B R B, AT RE 5| & 16 M & (ROS) 1)
FE A R T 20 R . AR 1 B Y ROS AT
VIE R 55, 2 55 A0 18 v Jo7 000K B g 55 1) 981

B, R TR XK 5 A A AL B (W et al.,
2017) , HFRAE B9 T S Ik R 48 T8 o 1 A A
B (1 SOD . POD ) (175 e 45 01 74 e 6
3F- 15 ( McPherson et al., 2001; Brunner et al.,
2014) , ROS 55 Z 77 15 2 2% 59 A HLAF:
Mo i BERY ROS 2 S 24 M 52 7, {515 Y ROS
DU 8 BT 5 AR IR AR B3 A G A A5 5l %, B4k 3R
GEAALBE LR 2 1 50 32 AR IR B 38 A 45305, T ELak
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Table 2 Statistics of transcriptome data
AL A
sriiss i T e Qe glowe  GCeamen
(%) (%) (%) (%)
G-0Oh-1 80 149 498 77 980 846 0.03 96.79 91.33 46.42
G-0h-2 76 123 720 74 359 704 0.03 97.32 92.35 46.49
G-0h-3 71 530 312 69 160 630 0.03 97.24 92.23 46.48
G-192h-1 73 010 996 71 334 122 0.03 96.85 91.42 46.78
G-192h-2 69 995 572 68 571 406 0.03 97.21 92.16 46.5
G-192h-3 79 029 392 76 680 306 0.03 96.89 91.57 46.52
G-384h-1 82 708 324 80 345 586 0.03 97.62 93.06 46.75
G-384h-2 70 294 762 68 203 548 0.03 97.29 92.33 46.66
G-384h-3 83 656 666 81 527 054 0.03 97.32 92.42 47.28
G-576h-1 46 977 592 45 585 472 0.03 97.74 93.33 47.33
G-576h-2 40 240 798 38 867 536 0.02 98.01 94.34 46.76
G-576h-3 43 391 896 42 457 142 0.03 97.82 93.55 47.17
RGE=HWBEEHE R, X =KAGE T EE
o SRS AL JEE S R AR IR T
n - AEIRUR S P K AR T BRI
oon  PEARIRME T AE U 75 43 0 B HLAR IR 1R I, 5 5L
_ K (Erez & Lavee, 1971; Mcpherson et al.,
2 1997a,b) .
5’ 3.2 A5 5 75 M BRAR B R L i R4 AR AR AL 6 B9
) R
208 LR 5V A Ak B At SR AR 7 2R R
MRAILH] L REA AL Z b, A FE W 22 5 0 BA
400 == - - M, 24804 A B4 ZE R IR O 72 38 % AL 46 3 S

PC1 (44.35%)

B 5 ENBEREERETERAERSSTW
Fig. 5 PCA analysis of transcriptome of Actinidia
rubricaulis var. coriacea under

low-temperature dormancy

R AT 5 0 O B T 0 B SR
I, U AEAL 2R GETE SR SR A Ak 1) DR B A B o R
BEAE A 7 28 BIL T O 4 20 B 5 52 453 00, SGE R S
P52 5 BB AS PR A R 1 I8 45 9 2%t ( Barba-
Espin et al., 2022)

3.1.4 Z X AL RAZE ML BEME, 0b
TR AR ) A IS A 5% o e A OB K 3R I 4 R 4 AL

B RVIRIRGA S e R FOARBR . A I A Ik %) 95 42 L
HAZ O AE T IR BEAE 5 (IR TR 6 SR ) 0 P 54
HWER(MMERFES) WL EAEH (Liu & Sherif,
2019;Yang et al., 2021) , XE(E 50 T AR
S RN S B A SR F- (U DAM/SVP 3 [ K% ) (1)
Pk P TR AR K 4 k- AR R R, X
TR SR T T, AR AR B ML A 22 A O il
5595 AR AN A SR A AN TR], H S R Bk
(R ) 754 F BARGR B Rrnt r afa
B ZEARAR SR 08 A P TR A RRCIR: 25 L X 6% 38 A i)
PR RERR o DATF 2 5 BBk 5 95 R A Ak 2
oAb A AR ARIRALE - E SR, (1) TR A&
FrrE 58 i LRI 2 57, ARk B AT B K
T AR, A E TR R A Ak T A IR
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Fig. 6 Venn diagram (A) of the transcriptome and volcano diagrams (B, C, D)

of DEGs of Actinidia rubricaulis var. coriacea under low-temperature dormancy

FRZ RN AT R BRAKIR . Zhao %5 (2017) BFFE4E 1, ¥
RRAE R 7E 2= BRI T, 509% B 25 58 XF N 1)
TR E N 192~288 h(fXF 7.2 C ), BALTF £
AR VIR AR 251 000 h, X — KT A B R4
58 SR AR A Bk i 805 35 N7 TR B A 2 sl 2D ol T AR R
ANEGIE B ZEAR ST S, M 2N, % iR
oErk (VIR A ) S8 E AR R e A ¥ i R R AN
AEE R T ] A Ak ) B0 e B ARG AR BIRS  5: 0
T ABA (VR BB T 1%, GA & & LTt X
— PR K A ] A AR R AR RE T A R
T2 R (Luedeling et al., 2011), (2) 2 m
TV HL A A 25 5, 76 55 I R0 Bk A A IR A ok o R
ABA/GA LUAE 1Y 28 Ak 22 30 4 o TV 3 1) 3l 28

A5 FERIRERF BT BE , ABA S, Bl %5 I TR AR
RBYFFEE, ABA BEWFEAR, T GA W3 LJF, XA
AR AR 27 AR L DR B R 25 o U 30 A RO
R T W SR kAR AR ¥ B B8 v A A
(Arc et al., 2013) . HIAR], 7% HBRABEAE A AR
fiff B 38 5 FERE ABA BYZE1E T B HLARBIR 7 5 A Bsf 1]
PERERA , TEVE M BREkh  ABA SR R IE =
R, GA Y5 W AH XT38 ~F- 2%, DAM/SVP
KF SR T m # ik 5 ABA B ZEREERIE T, 3t
] CRFFRIRR S, B BRIR AR R B R R 5, A
ZfRBRAKAR ( Falavigna et al., 2019), (3) 3t 1k
FRGE e 5 3 N PR 22 S IR 8 23 3 2 ROS
I RRER T X0 240 s AR AR 0 o R Ak
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IR 1 3 4. X 7K A% W o7 R I3 5. ek 4R A S I S
6. XTI AR A TIN5 7. X e S T S 17 5 8. 2B K

PRCZR O SO ] 5 9. KT A S K ST IO SRR 5 10, 1 D't 7
s 11 KBIRATSA5 5 M R AR 12, BOE 2 AL
K 130 WA AEALURE ; 14, SBEERIFEN S ; 15. ok
AYEH; 16, BEARMCH R FE; 17. PIRARR T ; 18. S ML &Y
RS 19. APIBERR NRIS fi; 20. A HLERBSIRE 4 21, K
BREACHT R ; 22, TCHLBIES Tk ; 23. MRS, 24. A1E
X R 38 AR S0 5 25 4 A K A T R 3R IR 5 26, 200 i X
SRR N 5 27 A0 AT HLERAR AL 5 W ) R 1 5 28. 200
XF AR 5 29. 20X IR S K- (R B 530, 20 B Bk K Ak
SYEYE G R 31, 40 RE 2 AC ST AR 32, AN RE K
SRR 33, SR A AN AR 34, B T sk,
1. Seedling development; 2. Salicylic acid mediated signaling
pathway; 3. Response to wounding; 4. Response to salicylic acid;
5. Response to oxygen levels; 6. Response to molecule of bacterial
origin; 7. Response to hypoxia; 8. Response to growth hormone;
9. Response to decreased oxygen levels; 10. Response to blue light;
11. Regulation of saclicylic acid mediated signaling pathway; 12.
Procambium histogenesis; 13. Primary meristem tissue development;
14. Photosynthesis and light reaction; 15. Photosynthesis; 16.
Phospholipid metabolic process; 17. Phloem development; 18.
Phenol-containing compound metabolic process; 19. Organophosphate
ester transport; 20. Organic acid transmembrane transport; 21. Lignin
metabolic process; 22. Inorganic anion transport; 23. Hormone
transport; 24. Cellular reponse to salt stress; 25. Cellular response to
salicylic acid stimulus; 26. Cellular response to oxygen levels;
27. Cellular response to organic cyclic compound; 28. Cellular
response to hypoxia; 29. Cellular response to decreased oxygen levels;
30. Cellular carbohydrate biosynthetic process; 31. Cell wall
polysaccharide metabolic process; 32. Cell wall macromolecule
metabolic process; 33. Benzene-containig compound metabolic
process; 34. Anion transport.

B7 GO EB&EDMH
Fig. 7 GO enrichment analysis
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AR 21 WAERBY YA A 22. ABC HizHEA .

1. Vitamin B¢ metabolism; 2. Thiamine metabolism; 3. Terpenoid
backbone biosynthesis; 4. Sulfur metabolism; 5. Starch and
sucrose metabolism; 6. Sesquiterpenoid and triterpenoid
biosynthesis; 7. Purine metabolism; 8. Porphyrin metabolism;
9. Plant-pathogen interaction; 10. Plant hormone signal
transduction; 11. Photosynthesis; 12. Metabolic pathways;
13. MAPK signaling pathway-plant; 14. Lysine degradation;
15. Linoleic acid metabolism; 16. Inositol phosphate metabolism;
17. Glutathione metabolism; 18. Galactose metabolism; 19.
Circadian rhythm-plant; 20. Biosynthesis of various plant
secondary metabolites; 21. Biosynthesis of secondary metabolites;

22. ABC transport proteins.

B 8 KEGG E&E
Fig. 8 KEGG enrichment analysis

i 13 34 SR BL AL (40 SOD |, POD) 1 3 14 3k 1z Xt
RN 2 45 240 A PN 1Y) S A IR S P A, X — 3o
FRREA B T PR 3 4 M S 32 AR 5 1R Bt 0, Xk
PRAR it B 2 41t T 06 B2 19 £ 977 ( McPherson et al.,
2001) , P& SRR IR T B9 P A AL 5 S8 b 5K
TR AE A 38 B Bl B I R Y AR AR R S B A A
B A B T G o, AL Z N B SR Bk T
TS & R e A Ak 2R 4 i e g ek B A e
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It ELRE 08 7 5 J 1 B[R] P9 S5 A 240 Bt 42 AL Ik
P, 5 Bl 2R EE P AR IRCIR 250K &4 K ( Brunner
et al., 2014) . (4) AHFF 57 M BrApE Rk S H R
PR BRAIL ) 0% S5 [, A B At o3k ) A 28533k o7 1,
T A Bk 14 AP 5 ¥ e A T L B 005 7 TR I A< TR PR
AR R R I A A R b DR SR AR
A KRS AH HE 2T, T I B Ak A H: A
T Ve 2 1 SRR i A DU AT e R AR R AN T B R
fifR 85 B 3R I Y ZF RN 5% 4 ) R, 52 e A R
(Wang et al., 2020; Pan et al., 2021; Ye et al.,
2022) .

LA B XT E, W] LA R SR R Bk TE AR HIR
B B A5 V% i d g pk S A SRR B 3 Y 22
So XSS FEAIAE T 1 R W Y PR
TR GE LA SRR 0 A 25 P | 3K 22 R E 2
T WA RS HT (Tl — 7 AT ) 1 38t 1 55 A 3
Bt i A Bk 1 IG5 ¥ R M 1 HL BB 8 3 1
We & ZE R 0, g AR AR A = T R A H =
(RS TR AR AN X TR A b e A
AR B 35t A% Bl R, A R 4 Bk A 78 I8 T A ok
(A1 Ve it PRI A 4 B T B O R A RN S R AR T
(Nazir et al., 2024 ; Asadi et al., 2024) ,
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